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Abstract19
In previous investigations, carbon isotope composition (δ13C) has been used in C3 cereals to20
screen for genotypes with high transpiration efficiency and oxygen isotope composition21
(δ18O) has been shown to correlate with transpiration rate. We examined associations of δ13C22
of the grain and flag leaf and δ18O of the flag leaf with respect to grain yield in wheat23
cultivars in UK field conditions. Field experiments were carried out at University of24
Nottingham in 2009-10 and 2010-11 testing 17 wheat cultivars under fully irrigated and rain-25
fed conditions. Averaging across years grain yield was reduced by 1.69 t ha-1 (16.5%) in the26
rain-fed treatment (P< 0.001). There was a negative linear relationship between grain yield27
and grain δ13C amongst cultivars, under both irrigated (R2 = 0.47, P < 0.01) and rain-fed (R228
= 0.70, P < 0.001) conditions. Grain δ13C was negatively correlated with flag-leaf stomatal29
conductance (r = -0.94, P < 0.01) in a subset of six of the cultivars, indicating that higher30
transpiration efficiency was associated with lower stomatal conductance. The associations31
between grain yield and flag-leaf δ13C and flag-leaf δ18O amongst cultivars under irrigated32
and rain-fed conditions were not statistically significant. There was a positive linear33
relationship between flag-leaf δ18O and grain δ13C amongst cultivars under irrigation (R2 =34
0.38, P < 0.01), indicating a trade-off between transpiration and transpiration efficiency (TE).35
Genetic variation in grain yield under rain-fed conditions was also associated with delayed36
onset of flag-leaf senescence in our experiments (R2 = 0.35, P < 0.05). The 17 wheat cultivars37
ranged in year of release (YoR) from 1964 to 2009 and grain yield increased linearly under38
irrigated conditions by 60.4 kg ha-1 yr-1 (0.72 % yr-1) and under rain-fed conditions by 47.539
kg ha-1 yr-1 (0.66 % yr-1)  over the 45 year period and  grain δ13C composition decreased by40
0.0255 and 0.0304 ‰ yr-1, respectively, indicating genetic gains in wheat yield potential in41
the UK seem likely to have been achieved through a lower TE, higher water uptake and lesser42
limitation of stomatal conductance.43
31. Introduction44
Worldwide, drought limits agricultural productivity more than any other single factor.45
Wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) provides, on average, one-fifth of the total calorific input of the46
world’s population. In the UK, winter wheat is the most widely grown arable crop and47
contributes c. 16 million tonnes per annum with an average productivity of c. 8.5 t ha-148
(DEFRA 2015). The significantly warmer and more extreme conditions now arising from49
climate change (IPCC 2014) mean that new cultivars with greater drought resistance must be50
developed to maintain food security. In the UK, water deficits can commonly limit wheat51
yields in some years, where, typically, the onset of drought is post-anthesis, and losses are c.52
20-30% (Foulkes et al., 2002).53
Plants discriminate against the heavier carbon isotope (13C) during photosynthesis and54
the extent of this discrimination depends on the ratio of intercellular versus external CO255
concentration (Ci/Ca) in photosynthetic organs (Farquhar et al., 1982). The carbon isotope56
composition (δ13C) is negatively related to Ci/Ca (δ13C) (Farquhar et al., 1982) , which, in57
turn, is negatively related to the transpiration efficiency (TE) at the stoma (CO2 assimilation/58
transpiration). Therefore, carbon isotope composition (δ13C; frequently expressed as59
discrimination from the source air, Δ13C) is positively associated with TE. When measured in60
dry matter, δ13C provides information on the long-term transpiration efficiency of C3 plants61
(Farquhar and Richards 1984). Conditions that induce stomatal closure, such as water deficit,62
restrict the CO2 supply to carboxylation sites, which then increases the δ13C (or decreases63
Δ13C) of plant matter (Farquhar et al., 1989). The carbon isotope signature has been used as a 64 
selection indicator for high TE in commercial wheat breeding for water-limited environments65
(Rebetzke et al., 2002; Condon et al., 2002; Condon et al., 2004). Selection for Δ13C was used66
to develop the Australian spring-wheat cultivars Drysdale and Rees (Richards, 2006). Under67
severe drought in Australia, Δ13C of grain was negatively correlated with aerial biomass and68
grain yield for wheat (Rebetzke et al., 2002). In other instances of more mild droughts with69
relatively plentiful water up to anthesis, the relationship between Δ13C and grain yield of70
wheat has been positive, associated with higher stomatal conductance (gs) and increased71
water use (WU; the total water absorbed and further transpired by the plant) and biomass in72
Mediterranean conditions (Araus et al., 2001, 2003; Condon et al., 2004; Zhou et al., 2015)73
and in the UK (Aravinda-Kumar et al., 2011). Therefore, except for severe drought74
conditions, water use appears to be a more important adaptive trait than the water-use75
efficiency (WUE; ratio of aerial biomass to evapotranspiration) (Slafer and Araus, 2007;76
Blum, 2009). An important breeding objective is therefore to identify sources of high WU in77
4which any trade-off with WUE is minimized. The δ13C signature provides no definitive78
information on whether grain variation in δ13C is being driven by variation in stomatal79
conductance (gs) or photosynthetic capacity, although the major role of stomatal conductance80
has been implied in diverse studies (Araus et al., 2001, 2003; Condon et al., 2004; Aravinda-81
Kumar et al., 2011; Zhou et al., 2015).82
The oxygen isotope signature (δ18O) of vegetative tissues can be used as an indirect83
measure of transpiration and WU. The oxygen isotope abundance of plant matter (usually84
expressed as a composition, δ18O of the bulk matter) can be used to separate the independent85
effects of assimilation (A) and gs on δ13C since it is unaffected by photosynthesis (Farquhar et86
al. 2007). The oxygen isotope signature integrates the evaporative conditions throughout the87
crop cycle (Barbour et al., 2000) and has been proposed as a proxy method for measuring88
transpiration and water use in different crop species (Barbour et al., 2000; Sheshshayee et al.,89
2005; Cabrera-Bosquet et al., 2009a, 2011). δ18O is affected by air humidity and temperature90
(Barbour et al., 2000; Helliker and Ehleringer, 2002a, 2002b), soil moisture (Saurer et al.,91
1997; Ferrio et al., 2007) and source water (Williams et al., 2005; Asbjornsen et al., 2008).92
Nevertheless, when comparing genotypes growing under the same water conditions, δ18O93
may be used to assess the effect of treatments and genotypic variability on yield in wheat, e.g.94
in bread wheat (Barbour et al., 2000; Ferrio et al., 2007; Cabrera-Bosquet et al., 2009a; Zhou95
et al., 2015) and durum wheat (Cabrera-Bosquet et al., 2011; Araus et al., 2013). A negative96
relationship between δ18O and grain yield was reported in field experiments under fully-97
irrigated conditions across a set of eight bread wheat cultivars (Barbour et al., 2000) and in98
nine bread wheat cultivars grown under high-yielding Mediterranean conditions in Spain99
(Zhou et al., 2015). However, Ferrio et al. (2007) failed to find a phenotypic correlation100
between δ18O and yield across a set of 24 bread wheat genotypes growing under three101
different water regimes. Therefore, studies reporting the use of δ18O in water-limited cereals102
grown under real field conditions are still scarce and the results are contradictory.103
The combined measurement of δ13C and δ18O in plant tissues is of interest in breeding104
due to their relationship to photosynthetic and transpiration performance of the plant during105
the course of crop growth, i.e. measurement of δ13C and δ18O can be potentially be used to106
identify genotypes which minimize any trade-off between TE and transpiration. This may107
help plant breeders to select genotypes that are better suited to drought. A positive108
relationship between genetic variation in grain δ18O and grain δ13C was observed (implying a109
negative relationship between TE and transpiration) in durum wheat for 10 cultivars under110
irrigated and unirrigated conditions (Araus et al., 2013) and in bread wheat for nine cultivars111
5under high-yielding conditions (Zhou et al., 2015). Previously studies reporting the effect of112
water limitation on both the carbon and oxygen signatures amongst genotypes were113
conducted in pots in maize (Cabrera-Bosquet, et al. 2009b), in the field in seedlings of114
tropical tree species grown in a tropical environment (Cernusak et al., 2009) and in the field115
in durum wheat (Araus et al., 2013). However, no previous studies have investigated the116
effects of water limitation on both the carbon and oxygen signatures amongst bread wheat117
genotypes. Our objectives were firstly to examine associations between δ13C, δ18O and grain118
yield and associated physiological mechanisms amongst 17 bread wheat cultivars with year119
of release from 1964 to 2009 grown under favourable irrigated and rain-fed conditions and120
secondly to quantify changes in grain yield and the carbon and oxygen signatures with year121
of release over the 45 year period in field experiments at Nottingham, UK in two seasons.122
123
2. Materials and Methods124
125
2.1 Experimental design and plot management126
Seventeen wheat cultivars (Table 1) were grown under irrigated and rain-fed127
conditions in field experiments in 2009-10 and 2010-11 on a sandy loam soil type128
(Dunnington Heath Series) at University of Nottingham farm, Leicestershire UK (52.834 N, -129
1.243 W). Cultivars ranged in year of release (taken as their year first included on the UK130
Recommended List) from 1964 to 2009, and were chosen because they were representative of131
the most widely grown cultivars over the 45-year period (Table 1). The cultivars were known132
to contrast for possession of major genes including the semi-dwarf Rht-B1 and Rht-D1 genes133
and the photoperiod sensitivity Ppd-D1 gene (Table 1). Fourteen of the cultivars were semi-134
dwarfs, and three were tall cultivars (Maris Widgeon, Cadenza and Paragon); fourteen were135
winter wheat cultivars, and three were spring wheat cultivars (Cadenza, Paragon and Xi19);136
and all were photoperiod sensitive cultivars apart from Soissons which was photoperiod137
insensitive. Eight of the cultivars were bread-making cultivars (M. Widgeon, Hereward,138
Cadenza, Rialto, Soissons, Paragon, Xi19, Cordiale and Panorama) and nine were feed or139
biscuit-making cultivars. The experimental design was a split-plot randomised block with140
three replicates. Irrigation treatments were randomised on main-plots and cultivars on sub-141
plots. In the irrigated treatment, a trickle irrigation system was used to maintain soil moisture142
deficit (SMD), calculated using the ADAS Irriguide model (Bailey & Spackman 1996), to <143
0.50 available water (AW) up to GS61 + 28 days and < 0·75 AW thereafter. The AW144
capacity to 1.2 m soil depth was 176 mm. No water was applied in the rain-fed treatment.145
6Sub-plot size was 6 x 1.65 m. Previous cropping was winter oats in both seasons. In each146
experiment, the field was ploughed and power harrowed and rolled after drilling. Seed rate147
was adjusted by genotype according to 1,000 grain weight to achieve a target seed rate of 320148
seeds m-2; rows were 0.13 m apart. In each season, 200 kg ha-1 nitrogen fertilizer as ammonium149
nitrate was applied in a three-split programme. P and K fertilizers were applied to ensure that150
these nutrients were not limiting. Plant growth regulator was applied at GS31 to reduce the risk151
of lodging. Sowing dates were 6 October 2009 and 14 October 2010. Herbicides, fungicides152
and pesticides were applied as required to minimise effects of weeds, diseases and pests.153
154
Table 1 here155
156
2.2 Crop measurements157
158
In all plots in each of the 2009-10 and 2010-11 field experiments, flag-leaf samples at159
GS61 and grain dry matter samples at harvest were assessed for carbon δ13C composition.160
Flag-leaf samples at GS61 were also assessed for oxygen δ18O composition.161
162
2.2.1 Anthesis measurements163
Date of GS61 was measured by recording Zadoks’ stages for each sub-plot every 3-4164
days through the flowering window. Crop growth was assessed in all sub-plots at anthesis165
from a defined area of 0.64 m2 by cutting the shoots at soil level. All cultivars were sampled166
on the date of reaching the stage at anthesis. Following sampling, a random 10% sub-sample167
(by fresh weight) of plant material was taken on which the following measurements were168
carried out. The number of fertile (those with an ear) and infertile shoots was counted. For the169
fertile shoots, green areas were measured for: (i) flag-leaf lamina, (ii) remaining leaf lamina,170
(iii) stem and attached leaf sheath, and (iv) ear, using a Li-Cor 3100 leaf area meter (LI-COR171
Inc., Lincoln, NE), and the components summed to give the green area index (GAI).172
Aboveground dry matter was measured on each component of the fertile shoots (flag-leaf173
lamina, remaining leaf lamina, stem and attached leaf sheath, ear) and for the infertile shoots174
after drying for 48 h at 80 oC.175
176
2.2.2 Harvest analysis177
Plant samples were taken from a 0.64 m2 area and a 10% sub-sample (by fresh178
weight) of plant material was assessed as follows: plant material was separated into ears and179
7straw. Ears were counted and threshed, and the chaff (rachis, rachilla, glume, palea, and180
lemma), grain and straw were weighed separately after drying for 48 h at 80 oC. Harvest181
index was calculated as the fraction of AGDM present as grain. A sub-plot area of at least 5182
m2 was machine-harvested at harvest and the grain weighed. The grain yield is expressed at183
0% moisture content.184
185
2.2.3 Carbon isotope and oxygen composition186
Carbon isotope analysis187
From each sub-plot dried flag leaves (from sample at anthesis) and grains (from188
sample at harvest) were milled separately for use in 13C:12C isotope ratio analysis. The189
samples were ground to a fine powder using a cyclotec 1093 sample machine. The milled190
samples (1 mg) were then weighed out in tin cups and analysed through an online system191
composed of an elemental analyser (EA), a TripleTrap and a mass spectrometer (Carlo Erba192
2100, Milan, Italy) to determine carbon isotope composition (Aravinda Kumar et al., 2011).193
The EA interfaced with an isotope ratio mass spectrometer (IRMS; Thermo-Finnigan194
Deltaplus Advantage, Bremen, Germany) to analyse 13C:12C ratio (R) of plant material.195
Results were expressed as δ13C composition values, using a secondary standard calibrated196
against Vienna Pee Dee Belemnite calcium carbonate (VPDB), and the analytical precision197
was ∼0.1‰ (Eqn 1).198
199
δ13C (o/oo) = [ (Rsample/Rstandard) - 1] x 1,000 Eqn 1200
201
Oxygen isotope analyses202
From each sub-plot dried flag leaves (from sample at anthesis) were milled for203
18O:16O isotope ratio analysis. The milled samples (1 mg) were weighed out in silver cups204
and analysed through an online system composed of an EA, a TripleTrap and a mass205
spectrometer (Carlo Erba 2100, Milan, Italy) to determine oxygen isotope composition. The206
18O:16O ratios (R) were determined by an on-line pyrolysis technique using a thermo-207
chemical elemental analyser (TC/EA Thermo Quest Finnigan, Bremen, Germany) coupled208
with an IRMS (Delta C Finnigan MAT, Bremen, Germany). Results were expressed as δ18O209
values, using a secondary standard calibrated against the Vienna standard mean oceanic water210
(VSMOW) (Eqn 2).211
212
δ18O (o/oo) = [(Rsample/Rstandard) - 1] x 1,000 Eqn 2213
8214
2.2.4 Flag-leaf leaf photosynthetic rate and stomatal conductance215
Gas-exchange readings on flag leaves were carried out in the rain-fed treatment in a216
subset of six cultivars (Avalon, Cordiale, Glasgow, Hobbit, Maris Widgeon and Paragon) on217
two dates around anthesis in each year (2 and 24 June 2010 and 31 May and 7 June 2011).218
Light-saturated photosynthetic rate (Amax) and stomatal conductance (gs) of the flag leaf was219
measured using a Li-Cor LI-6400XT Portable Photosynthesis System (Licoln, NE, USA). In220
each sub-plot in two replicates, three readings were taken per sub-plot on randomly selected221
fertile shoots between 11:00 and 15:00. The instrument was calibrated for 50-60% relative222
humidity and the settings for the Amax readings were: photosynthetically active radiation223
(PAR) 2000 µmol m-2 s-1, sample chamber CO2 concentration 360 μl l−1 and flow rate 500 μ 224 
mol s−1.225
226
2.2.5 Flag-leaf senescence227
Senescence kinetics of the flag leaf were assessed visually by recording the228
percentage green area senesced using a standard diagnostic key based on a scale of 0-10 (10 =229
flag leaf 100% senesced). Visual scoring of the plots was carried out twice weekly after230
anthesis (GS61) until complete leaf senescence. The same diagnostic key was used in the two231
seasons, and one operator assessed senescence scores throughout a given season. The visual232
senescence score was fitted against thermal time (base temperature 0oC) post-anthesis (GS61)233
using an equation with five parameters consisting of a monomolecular and logistic function234
and the onset and end of the rapid phase of post-anthesis senescence was determined as235
described by Gaju et al. (2009).236
237
2.2.6 Plant height238
Two to three days before harvest, plant height from the ground to the tip of the ear239
was recorded in three locations per subplot.240
241
2.3 Soil water measurements242
243
In 2010 in the rain-fed treatment in each replicate, volumetric soil water content to244
1.0 m was measured using a PR2 Soil Moisture Profile Probe (Delta T Devices, Burwell, UK)245
inserted in one polycarbonate access tube per sub-plot on 25 April at around onset of stem246
extension. Readings were taken approximately every 14 days at 10, 20, 30, 40, 60 and 100247
9cm soil depth. In addition, in both years in the rain-fed treatment, volumetric soil water248
content was assessed from gravimetric analysis of soil cores (four cores per sub-plot, 2.5 cm249
diameter) to 100 cm soil depth during stem extension, on 27 April 2011 and 20 May 2012,250
and at harvest.251
252
2.4 Statistical analysis253
254
Treatment means were compared using least significance differences (LSD)255
calculated from standard errors of the difference of the means using appropriate degrees of256
freedom when ANOVA indicated significant differences using GenStat 16th edition statistical257
package for windows (VSN International, Hemel Hempstead UK). Relationships between258
traits were evaluated using a simple linear regression analysis for both the fully irrigated and259
rain fed treatments. A cross-season ANOVA was applied to analyse irrigation treatments and260
genotype effects across seasons and the interaction with season, assuming irrigation261
treatments and genotypes were fixed effects and replicates and seasons were random effects262
using Genstat version 16. Pearson’s correlation coefficient and linear regressions were263
calculated using mean data for replicates using Genstat version 16. Bi-plot procedures to test264
associations between traits were carried out using the R software Version 3.0-2265
(http://www.R-project.org/).266
267
3. Results268
3.1 Growing conditions269
270
Rainfall was below the long-term mean (LTM) during stem elongation in April and271
May in 2010 (-45% LTM) and 2011 (-44% LTM) (Table 2). During grain filling in June and272
July rainfall was slightly above the LTM in 2010 (+17%), but below the LTM in 2011 (-273
34%). These rainfall patterns resulted in pre- and post-anthesis drought occurring in both274
years. In 2010 onset of drought (assuming a limiting soil moisture deficit (SMD) of 50%275
AW, 88 mm; Foulkes et al., 2001) occurred in the third week of May at around flag-leaf276
emergence (Fig. 1). Thereafter, SMD increased progressively to harvest, apart from a277
temporary decrease during early grain filling due to significant rainfall of 50.3 mm from 6-10278
June at the start of anthesis. In 2011, although soil water content wasn’t measured using the279
PR2 probe, the gravimetric estimate of soil water content on 20 May at around flag-leaf280
emergence and at harvest and the daily pattern of rainfall indicated onset of drought occurred,281
10
i.e. the limiting SMD of 88 mm was exceeded, at a similar stage to 2010 at around early282
booting with SMD thereafter progressively increasing through late stem extension and grain283
filling.284
Temperatures during stem extension were significantly above the LTM in both years,285
particularly during early to mid-stem extension in April. In 2010, temperatures were warmer286
than average during grain filling in June and July. In 2011, temperatures were close to the287
LTM during the first half of grain filling in June, and slightly cooler than average during later288
grain filling in July. Radiation was generally brighter than the LTM during stem elongation in289
both years, particularly during early to mid-stem extension. Solar radiation was above290
average during the first half of grain filling in June in 2010 and close to the LTM during the291
later grain filling in July. In 2011, radiation was above average during the whole of grain292
filling.293
294
Table 2 here295
Figure 1 here296
3.2 Plant height and flowering time297
Averaging across years, drought in the rain-fed treatment reduced plant height from298
82.7 to 79.9 cm (P < 0.05) and advanced anthesis date by 1 day (10 June vs 11 June)..299
Averaging across irrigation treatments, cultivars differed in plant height in the range 69.5300
(Cordiale) to 109.5 cm (M. Widgeon) and in anthesis date from 3 (Soissons) to 15 (Xi19)301
June (P < 0.001). There was a trend for an irrigation x genotype interaction for plant height302
(P = 0.07) with several cultivars showing minimal change in response to drought (e.g. Beaver303
+0.2 cm, Cadenza +0.1 cm, Glasgow +0.2 cm and Oakley +1.4 cm) and other cultivars304
showing decreased plant height under drought (e.g. Paragon -5.2 cm, Panorama -6.5 cm and305
Rialto -7.9 cm).306
307
308
3.3 Grain yield and above-ground biomass at harvest309
310
In 2010, drought decreased grain yield from 10.40 t ha-1 in the irrigated treatment to311
8.54 t ha-1 (-17.9%; P < 0.05; Table 3). Averaging across irrigation treatments, cultivars312
ranged from 7.60 (Maris Widgeon) to 10.48 (Istabraq) t ha-1 (P < 0.001). The decrease with313
11
restricted water availability ranged amongst cultivars from 1.10 (-11.7%, Soissons) to 2.35 (-314
24.6%, Xi19) t ha-1 but did not differ significantly. In 2011, drought decreased yield overall315
from 11.41 to 9.90 t ha-1 (-13.2%, P < 0.05). Averaging over irrigation treatments, cultivars316
ranged from 8.03 (Maris Widgeon) to 11.66 (Panorama) t ha-1; and cultivars differed in317
response to drought with decreases in the range 0.96 (-9.1%, Hobbit) to 2.46 (-22.4%,318
Cadenza) t ha-1 (P <0.05). Averaging across years, drought reduced grain yield from 10.91 to319
9.22 t ha-1 (15.5%, P < 0.05). Responses to drought differed amongst cultivars in the range -320
1.10 (-11.5%, Hobbit) to -2.34 (-22.8%; Xi19) t ha-1 (P < 0.05). The year x irrigation x321
genotype interaction was not significant.322
Above-ground biomass was reduced from 19.70 to 16.51 t ha-1 in 2010 (-16.2%; P <323
0.05) and from 22.21 to 19.05 t ha-1 (-14.2%, P < 0.05) in 2011 under drought (Table 3).324
Overall cultivars ranged from 17.08 (Cordiale) to 19.72 t ha-1 (Istabraq) in 2010 and 18.93325
(Cordiale) to 22.33 t ha-1 (Paragon) in 2011 (P < 0.001). The cultivars responded differently326
to drought with decreases in the range 0.43 (M. Widgeon) to 4.12 t ha-1 (Xi19) in 2011 (P <327
0.01), but not in 2010. The cross-year ANOVA indicated that the irrigation x genotype328
interaction was not statistically significant.329
330
Table 3 here331
332
3.4 Anthesis crop growth333
334
Averaging across years, GAI was decreased under drought from 5.18 to 4.04 (P <335
0.001; Table 4). Overall cultivars differed in the range 3.66 (Rialto) to 5.79 (M. Widegon) (P336
< 0.001). The cultivars responded differently to drought with decrease in GAI ranging from337
2.3% (Oakley) to 42.6% (Savannah) (P < 0.001). Averaging across years, above-ground338
biomass at GS61 decreased slighlty from 13.4 t ha-1 under irrigation to 12.8 t ha-1 under339
drought (P < 0.05). Cultivars overall ranged from 11.5 (Beaver) to 14.8 t ha-1 (Rialto; P <340
0.001), and responded differently to drought with decreases ranging from +2% (Soissons) to -341
18% (Rialto) (P < 0.01).342
343
Table 4 here344
345
3.5 δ13C and δ18O and relationships with grain yield346
347
12
Averaging across years, grain δ13C composition increased from -28.1‰ under348
irrigated to -26.6 ‰ under rain-fed conditions (P < 0.001, Table 5). Cultivars overall varied349
from -28.1 (Savannah) to -26.2‰ (M. Widgeon) (Table 5). The irrigation x cultivar350
interaction was not statistically significant. Results showed a negative linear relationship351
between grain δ13C and grain yield amongst the 17 cultivars under both irrigated (R2 = 0.31,352
P = 0.02) and rain-fed (R2 = 0.67, P < 0.001) conditions in 2010 (Fig. 2). Similarly in 2011, a353
negative linear relationship was found under both irrigated (R2 = 0.53, P < 0.001) and rain-354
fed (R2 = 0.58, P < 0.001) conditions. Averaging across years, the negative linear relationship355
was again significant under both irrigated (R2 = 0.47, P < 0.01) and unirrigated (R2 = 0.70, P356
< 0.001) conditions. Omitting the tallest (non semi-dwarf) cultivar Maris Widgeon released357
in 1964, which had the lowest yield and the highest grain δ13C under both irrigated and rain-358
fed conditions, the linear relationship between between grain δ13C and grain yield amongst359
the remaining 16 cultivars was still significant under both irrigated (R2 = 0.25, P < 0.05) and360
rain-fed (R2 = 0.46, P< 0.01) conditions. Averaging across years, there was no linear361
relationship between anthesis date and grain δ13C amongst the 17 genotypes under either362
irrigated or rain-fed conditions (R2 = 0.04, P = 0.42 and R2 = 0.01, P = 0.67. respectively).363
The linear relationship between grain yield and flag-leaf δ13C was not statistically significant364
amongst the 17 cultivars under either irrigated or rain-fed conditions in individual years or365
averaging across years.366
Flag-leaf δ18O composition overall increased from 23.9‰ under irrigated to 24.3‰367
under rain-fed conditions (P < 0.05; Table 5). Cultivars differed overall in the range 23.5368
(Soissons) to 24.5‰ (Avalon) (P < 0.05). From the cross-year ANOVA there was an369
irrigation x cultivar interaction with Hereward, Maris Widgeon, Panorama and Xi19 showing370
slight decreases in δ18O under drought in contrast to increases for other cultivars. The linear371
relationship between grain yield and flag-leaf δ18O was not statistically significant amongst372
the 17 cultivars under either irrigated or rain-fed conditions in 2010, 2011 or averaging across373
years (Fig. 3).374
375
Fig 2 near here376
Fig. 3 near here377
Table 5 here378
379
3.6. Relationship between δ 13C and δ 18O380
13
381
Flag-leaf δ18O is not strongly influenced by photosynthesis rate, so measurement of382
grain δ13C and flag-leaf δ18O may allow stomatal and photosynthesis effects on δ13C to be383
teased apart. Under drought the assocation between grain δ13C and flag-leaf δ18O amongst384
cultivars was not significant, but under irrigated conditions there was a positve linear385
association in 2010 (R2 = 0.19, P = 0.08), 2011 (R2 = 0.39, P < 0.01) and averaging across386
years (R2 = 0.38, P < 0.01, Fig. 4). This indicated that higher transpiration effciency (higher387
δ13C) was associated with lower transpiration (higher δ18O). Omiting the old, tall cultivar388
Maris Widgeon averaing across years there was still a positve linear association between389
grain δ13C and flag-leaf δ18O under irrigated conditions (R2 = 0.28; P < 0.05). Therefore,390
present results implied there was a trade-off between TE and transpiration. However, there391
were apparent departures from this overall positive relationship between δ13C and δ18O for392
indidvual cultivars. Thus, Maris Widgeon, Avalon and Soissons maintained high TE (high393
grain δ13C)  relative to transpiration (flag-leaf δ18O) , as indicated by large positive394
standardized residuals above the regression line in Fig. 4), and the opposite was the case for395
Rialto and Savannah.396
397
Fig. 4 here398
399
3.7 Flag-leaf stomatal conductance and leaf photosynthetic rate400
401
Gas-exchange measurements on flag leaves were carried out in the rain-fed treatment402
in a subset of six cultivars on two dates around anthesis in each year. There were significant403
differences amongst the cultivars for stomatal conductance on 2 June in the range 282-412404
mmol m-2 s-1 and on 24 June in the range 315-470 mmol m-2 s-1 in 2010 and for the overall405
mean across the four readings in the two seasons in the range 243 (M. Widgeon) - 332406
(Paragon) mmol m-2 s-1 (P < 0.05, Table 6). For flag-leaf photosynthetic rate, cultivars407
differed on 2 June 2010 in the range 26.4-35.3 µmol m-2 s-1 (P < 0.05) but not for other408
readings or for the overall mean across the four readings in the two years.409
Averaging over assessments and years, there was a strong trend for a positive410
correlation amongst cultivars between stomatal conductance and grain yield (P = 0.06; Table411
6). Stomatal conductance was negatively correlated amongst cultivars with grain δ13C on 24412
June 2010 (P < 0.05) and 31 May 2011 (P < 0.05), and with the overall mean across the four413
assessments (P < 0.01; Table 6). Flag-leaf photosynthesis rate was positively correlated with414
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grain δ 13C amongst cultivars on 31 May 2011 (P < 0.05) and for the mean across all four415
assessments (P = 0.05). There were no statistically significant associations between flag-leaf416
photosynthesis rate and grain yield.417
418
Table 6 here419
420
3.8 Flag-leaf specific weight and senescence rate421
422
There was a trend for flag-leaf specific weight (FLSW) to increase slighlty under423
drought from 62.7 to 66.5 g m-2 (P = 0.07). FLSW differed amongst cultivars in the range424
56.6-70.9 g m-2 under irrigation and 53.6-81.9 g m-2 under drought (P < 0.001; Table 4).425
There was an irrigation x cultivar interaction (P < 0.05), with response of FLSW to drought426
ranging from +25.9% (Istabraq) to -12.3% (Soissons). Interestingly, under irrigated427
conditions, there was a negative linear association between FLSW under irrigation and the428
standardized residuals for the linear regression of grain δ13C on flag-leaf δ18O amongst429
cultivars (a more positive residual indicating higher TE (higher grain δ13C) relative to430
tranpsiration (flag-leaf δ18O) Fig. 5a).431
The onset of the rapid phase of flag-leaf senenscence was advanced from 669 oCd432
post-GS61 under irrigated conditions to 460 oCd under drought. Cultivars overall ranged433
from 483 (Avalon) to 653 oCd (Beaver; P < 0.001); the advancemet of onset of senescence434
under drought ranged from 107 oCd (Zebedee) to 285 oCd (Paragon) (P < 0.001). Averaging435
across years, there was a positive linear association between grain yield and the onset of436
senescence under drought (R2 = 0.35, P < 0.05), but no signficant association under irrigated437
conditions (Fig. 5b). Associations between the end of post-anthesis flag-leaf senescence and438
grain yield amongst cultivars were not statistically signcant (data not shown).439
440
Fig. 5 here441
442
3.9 Princial component analysis(PCA) for yield, yield components and phsyiologcal traits443
444
The relationships amongst grain yield, yield components and physiological traits are445
shown in the biplots in Fig. 6. PCA confirmed the associations between grain δ13C and grain446
yield under both rain-fed and irrigated conditions and the absence of statistically significant447
associations between either flag-leaf δ13C or flag-leaf δ18O and grain yield. Variation in grain448
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yield amongst genotypes was strongly positively associated with grains m-2 and negatively449
associated with grain weight in both irrigated and rain-fed conditions. Plant height was450
correlated positively with harvest biomass and negatively with grain yield in both irrigation451
treatments.452
453
Fig. 6 here454
455
3.10 Changes with year of release (YoR)456
457
Grain yield increased linearly with year of release by 60.4 kg ha-1 yr- 1 (0.72 % yr-1)458
(P< 0.001) under irrigation and 47.5 kg ha-1 yr-1 (0.66 % yr-1) under drought (P< 0.001; Table459
7). Grain yield progress was associated with increases in above-ground DM under irrigation460
(54.6 (P< 0.05) and rain-fed conditions (30.8 kg ha-1 yr-1 (P = 0.07); and there were genetic461
gains in HI (%) of 0.180 % yr-1(P< 0.01) and 0.179 % yr-1 (P< 0.01), respectively. Plant462
height decreased over the 45-year period by 0.47 cm yr-1 under irrigated and 0.49 cm yr-1463
under rain-fed conditions. Grain δ13C decreased by 0.0255 and 0.0304 ‰ yr-1 under irrigated464
and rain-fed conditions, respectively. There were no statistically significant changes in flag-465
leaf δ13C, flag-leaf δ18O, onset of flag-leaf senescence or anthesis date with YoR under466
irrigated or rain-fed conditions.467
468
Table 7 here469
4. Discussion470
The data collected in these experiments allowed consideration of the potential value of471
physiological traits including δ13C and δ18O as selection tools for drought resistance and the472
implications for wheat breeding.473
474
4.1 Yield responses to drought475
476
In the present study, the overall yield loss under drought of 1.86 (17.9%) and 1.51 t477
ha-1 (13.2%) in 2010 and 2011, respectively, was slightly smaller than typical losses under478
drought for winter wheat in the UK of ca. 20-30% (Innes et al., 1985; Foulkes et al., 2002,479
2007). The high-yielding genotypes under irrigated conditions tended to lose more grain yield480
under drought, and there was a positive linear relationship between absolute grain yield loss481
under drought and yield in irrigated conditions (R2 = 0.44, P < 0.05). From the physiological482
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standpoint, it is not surprising that absolute reduction in yield for a given reduction in water483
resource is strongly influenced by yield potential (Fischer and Maurer, 1978; Foulkes et al.,484
2007; Aravinda-Kumar et al., 2011). In spite of the relatively mild drought stress, the range485
of yield reductions amongst cultivars was high as indicated by the significant irrigation x486
genotype interaction. Anthesis date of cultivars differed by up to 13 days under irrigation and487
12 days under drought, in part, associated with presence/absence of the Ppd-D1a allele488
determining photoperiod insensitivity, with Soissons possessing the Ppd-D1a allele. However,489
there was no association between grain yield response to drought and anthesis date amongst490
cultivars. Therefore, there was no evidence that the wheat plants were able to escape drought491
by completing their life cycle before the onset of water deficit, as has been reported under492
more severe terminal droughts (Chaves et al., 2003). In these experiments, taller lines were493
associated with linear reductions in grain yield under both irrigated and rain-fed conditions as494
expected with decreased plant height favourng higher HI and grain number per unit area495
(Fischer, 1985); three of the 17 cultivars were tall non semi-dwarf cultivars (M. Widgeon,496
Cadenza and Paragon), and the remaining cultivars were semi-dwarfs. However, there was no497
association between plant height and grain yield response to drought.498
The genetic gain in grain yield with YoR from 1964 to 2009 was 47.5 kg ha-1yr-1499
(0.6% yr-1), which is lower than that reported previously by Shearman et al. (2005) for 8 UK500
winter wheat cultivars released from 1972 to 2009 of 117 kg ha-1 yr-1 (1.2% yr-1). The genetic501
gain in grain yield was associated with gains in both above-ground DM (30.9 kg ha-1 yr-1) and502
HI (0.00176% yr-1), which were again lower than changes in AGDM and HI reported by503
Shearman et al, (2005) of 104 kg ha-1 yr-1 and 0.0026% yr-1, respectively. Clarke et al. (2013)504
for a set of 9 UK landmark winter wheat feed cultivars released from 1953 to 2007 reported a505
genetic gain in grain yield of 61 kg ha-1 yr-1 and for 11 UK landmark winter wheat bread-506
making cultivars released from 1964 to 2008 of 49 kg ha-1 yr-1, similar to the rate of yield507
gain in the present study. Excluding the three spring wheats in the present study, the genetic508
gain in grain yield with YoR for 14 winter wheat cultivars did not change significantly509
compared to the 17 cultivars at 65.8 kg ha-1yr-1 under irrigated conditions and 50.0 kg ha-1 yr-510
1 under rain-fed conditions.511
512
4.2 Relationships between isotope signatures and grain yield and biomass513
514
There was a linear negative association between grain δ13C and yield under drought,515
indicating lower TE was associated with higher grain yield. Similar correlations between the516
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carbon isotope signature and grain yield under drought were reported previously in517
Mediterranean environments (Araus et al., 2001, 2003; Condon et al., 2004; Zhou et al.,518
2015) and the UK (Aravinda-Kumar et al., 2011). Although in the present study the519
association between grain δ13C and yield was stronger under drought (R2 = 0.70; P < 0.01),520
there was also an association under irrigation (R2 = 0.47, P < 0.01). Moreover, grain δ13C521
measured under irrigated and rain-fed conditions was linearly associated amongst genotypes522
(R2 = 0.77; P< 0.01), suggesting grain δ13C may be a constitutive trait under mild UK523
droughts. Therefore, selection for this trait under favourable conditions may be useful for524
indicating drought performance in breeding programmes. Grain δ13C showed a linear525
decrease with year of release in both irrigated and rain-fed conditions indicating TE has526
decreased with plant breeding. Two of the 17 cultivars, Avalon and Istabraq, showed high527
positive departures (standardized residuals of 1.79 and 1.57, respectively) from the overall528
negative linear regression of grain yield on grain δ13C (i.e. high grain yield relative to TE),529
demonstrating scope for selecting genotypes combining high yields with moderately high TE530
in UK adapted germplasm.531
Grain δ13C under drought was positively associated with flag-leaf stomatal532
conductance amongst the subset of six cultivars, indicating δ13C and TE were determined in533
part by gs; gs was also positively associated with yield under drought. Therefore, the ability to534
access and transpire more water and maintain photosynthesis during grain filling appeared to535
be the main mechanism determining higher grain yield under drought in the present536
experiments. Similar findings were reported previously under Mediterranean-type droughts537
(Araus et al., 2001, 2003; Blum, 2009; Zhou et al., 2015) and UK droughts (Aravinda Kumar538
et al., 2011). Present results showed no association between flag-leaf δ13C at anthesis and539
grain yield under rain-fed conditionsHowever, the difference between flag-leaf δ13C and540
grain δ13C showed a negative linear association with grain yield under rainfed conditions (R2541
= 0.46, P< 0.01). This again implies that increased stomatal conductance during grain filling542
amongst genotypes was critical in determining grain yield under drought. It is possible that543
higher stomatal conductance was associated with a more effective root system contributing to544
higher yield in the rain-fed environment.545
In the present study, we found significant genetic variation in flag-leaf δ18O in the546
range 23.6-24.4‰ in irrigated conditions and 23.4-24.8‰ in rain-fed conditions. Genetic547
variation in δ18O has been previously reported for bread wheat (Barbour et al., 2000; Ferrio et548
al., 2007; Zhou et al. 2015), durum wheat (Araus et al., 2013) and maize (Cabrera-Bosquet et549
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al., 2009b; Araus et al., 2010). Present findings indicated, however, no significant correlation550
between flag-leaf δ18O and grain yield amongst the 17 cultivars under either rain-551
fedunirrigated or irrigated conditions. A negative relationship of the oxygen isotope signature552
for grain with grain yield was reported amongst bread wheat cultivars under fully irrigated553
conditions (Barbour et al, 2000), bread wheat cultivars in high yield conditions in Spain554
(Zhou et al., 23015) and durum wheat varieties and landraces in Spain under rainfed and555
irrigated conditions (Araus et al., 2007). However, no phenotypic correlation was found556
across a set of 24 bread wheat genotypes (Ferrio et al., 2007) under three different water557
regimes. The reason for the lack of correlation between flag-leaf δ18O and grain yield in the558
present experiments is not certain. The analytical precision of flag-leaf δ18O is usually559
smaller than for grain δ13C (Araus et al., 2007), and it is also possible that that spatial560
variation in soil N across the experimental site (Cernusak et al. 2007) or in air humidity and561
temperature (Barbour and Farquhar 2000) caused by different phasing of flag-leaf562
development pre-anthesis with respect to calendar time amongst the cultivars may have563
contributed to the lack of correlation.564
The significant positive relationship between grain δ13C and flag-leaf δ18O under565
irrigated conditions in our study supported the contention that genetic variation in grain δ13C566
was driven in part by changes in stomatal conductance, assuming that δ18O is inversely567
associated to transpiration (Barbour et al., 2000). However, we found no relationship between568
grain δ13C and flag-leaf δ18O under drought conditions, where a relationship might have been569
expected since flag-leaf gs was positively related with grain δ13C. The lack of a correlation570
between flag-leaf δ18O and grain δ13C under drought may suggest that the application of δ18O571
as an approach in estimating genetic variation gs is not straightforward under drought, in that572
other factors may also have been altering the δ18O signal as mentioned above.573
Interestingly, there was a negative linear relationship amongst cultivars between574
FLSW and the standardized residual of the linear regression of grain δ13C on flag leaf δ18O, a575
higher residual indicating higher transpiration efficiency (higher δ13C) relative to576
transpiration (δ18O). The physiological mechanisms underpinning this relationship for lower577
FLSW to favour higher TE relative to transpiration cannot be certain. Aravinda-Kumar et al.578
(2011) reported a positive linear relationship between flag-leaf specific N and grain Δ13C579
isotope discrimination amongst lines of a Beaver x Soissons winter wheat doubled-haploid580
population under drought in UK field experiments. Assuming genetic variation in flag-leaf581
specific N to be indicative of FLSW, this would imply lower FLSW was associated with582
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higher TE in that study which would be generally consistent with the present findings. It can583
be speculated that lower FLSW was associated with lower flag-leaf gs which, in turn, was584
associated with higher TE and that the main driver underpinning the trade-off between FLSW585
and TE relative to transpiration was a positive relationship between FLSW and gs; however,586
gs was not measured in the irrigated treatment in the present study. Further work is required587
to investigate the basis of this apparent association between FLSW and TE relative to588
transpiration under irrigated conditions.589
590
4.3 Relationships between stay-green and grain yield and biomass591
Greater yield production associated with longer green canopy area duration (stay-green)592
amongst genotypes has been reported under drought in wheat (Gorny and Garczynski, 2002;593
Verma et al., 2004; Foulkes et al., 2007; Christopher et al., 2008), sorghum (Borrell and594
Hammer, 2000) and maize (Campos et al., 2004). In the present study, averaging across595
years, there was a positive correlation amongst the cultivars between onset of flag-leaf596
senescence and grain yield under drought, but no association under irrigation. Higher grain597
yield associated with stay-green under post-anthesis abiotic stress is likely due to source598
limitation of grain yield (Christopher et al., 2008; Bogard et al., 2011), and greener canopies599
maintain the active photosynthetic rate better (Joshi et al., 2007). Conversely, present results600
in the irrigated treatment suggested that grain growth was limited by sink size rather than601
source size (Borras et al., 2004). The present positive association between onset of flag-leaf602
senescence and grain yield amongst genotypesis consistent with previous investigations under603
UK drought for winter wheat genotypes (Verma et al., 2004; Foulkes et al., 2007). In our604
study there was a large effect of drought on onset of flag-leaf senescence; drought advanced605
onset of senescence by 210 oCd (approximately 14 days). However, the grain yield decrease606
was relatively modest at 1.69 t ha-1 (15.5%), suggesting that photosynthesis of non-laminar607
green organs (such as the ear, peduncle or sheaths) was still contributing to grain filling608
during the lamina senescence. Nevertheless, genetic variation in onset of flag-leaf senescence609
showed a moderately strong association with yield under the mild drought conditions (R2610
0.35, P = 0.01). The mechanisms underlying the genetic differences in leaf senescence cannot611
be certain from present measurements. Prolonged leaf senescence duration under low N612
availability in wheat was associated with lower N remobilization efficiency (Gaju et al.,613
2009) and greater post-anthesis N uptake (Bogard et al., 2011). Under drought, stay green614
was associated with deeper roots under drought during the grain-filling period for two615
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CIMMYT wheat lines SeriM82 and Hartog compared to check lines (Christopher et al.,616
2009).617
In summary, it is suggested that screening for grain δ13C will have value in breeding618
programmes aimed at improving yields in high yielding, rain-fed environments, but where619
drought can also be a problem, such as the UK. Droughts within the UK cannot be predicted620
with certainty even on soils of low available water due to unpredictability of rainfall. Traits621
for maintaining yield under drought must therefore carry no yield penalty in the absence of622
drought. Present results showed grain 13C may be such a trait as it was strongly correlated623
with grain yield across post-green revolution cultivars under high yielding conditions and that624
the correlation was even higher under rain-fed conditions. Therefore, genetic gains in wheat625
yield potential in UK seem likely to have been achieved through a lower TE, higher water626
uptake and lesser limitation of stomatal conductance. It is possible these effects were627
associated with a more effective root system contributing to grain yield in the rain-fed628
environment given the association of stomatal conductance and flag-leaf senescence with629
grain yield.630
631
632
Acknowledgements633
We thank the UK government Department of Environmental and Rural Affairs (DEFRA) for634
funding under the Wheat Genetics Imporvement Network (WGIN). We thank John Alcock635
and Matt Tovey of University of Nottingham for management of the experimental plots.636
637
References638
Araus, J.L., Casadeus, J., Bort, J. 2001 In: Reynolds, M.P., Ortiz-Monasterio, J.I., McNab, A.639
(Eds.), Application of Physiology in Wheat Breeding. CIMMYT, Mexico, pp. 59-79.640
Araus, J.L., Villegas, D., Aparicio, N., Garcia del Moral, L.F., El Hani, S., Rharrabti, Y.,641
Ferrio, J.P., Royo, C., 2003. Environmental Factors Determining Carbon Isotope642
Discrimination and Yield in Durum Wheat under Mediterranean Conditions. Crop Sci.643
43 170-180.644
Araus, J.L., Serret, M.D., Bort, J., Nieto-Taladriz, M.T.., 2013. Comparative performance of645
δ13C, δ18O and δ15N for phenotyping durum wheat adaptation to a dryland environment.646
Functional Plant Biol. 40, 595-608.647
Araus J.L., Sanchez, C., Cabrera-Bosquet, L., 2010. Is heterosis in maize mediated through648
better water use? New Phytol. 187, 392-406.649
21
Araus, J.L., Ferrio, J.P., Buxo, R., Voltas, J., 2007. The historical perspective of dryland650
agriculture: lessons learned from 10 000 years of wheat cultivation. J. Exp. Bot. 58,651
131-145.652
Aravinda-Kumar, B.N., Azam-Ali, S.N., Snape, J.W., Weightman, R.M., Foulkes, M.J.,653
2011. Relationships between carbon isotope discrimination and grain yield in winter654
wheat under well-watered and drought conditions. J. Agric. Sci. 149, 257-272.655
Asbjomsen, H., Shepherd, G., Helmers. M., Mora, G.,. 2008. Seasonal patterns in depth656
of water uptake under contrasting annual and perennial systems in the Corn Belt657
Region of the Midwestern U.S. Plant Soil 308, 69-92.658
Bailey, R.J., Spackman, E. 1996. A model for estimating soil moisture changes as an aid to659
irrigation scheduling and crop water-use studies: I. Operational details and description.660
Soil Use Manage. 12, 12-128.661
Barbour, M.M., Farquhar, G.D., 2000. Relative humidity- and ABA-induced variation in662
carbon and oxygen isotope ratios of cotton leaves. Plant, Cell Environ 23, 473-485.663
Barbour, M.M., Fischer, R.A., Sayre, K.D., Farquhar, G.D.., 2000. Oxygen isotope ratio of664
leaf and grain material correlates with stomatal conductance and grain yield in irrigated665
wheat. Austral. J. Plant Physiol. 27, 625-637.666
Blum, A. 2009. Effective use of water (EUW) and not water-use efficiency (WUE) is the667
target of crop yield improvement under drought stress. Field Crops Res. 112, 119-123.668
Bogard, M, Jourdan, M., Allard, V., Martre, P., Perretant, M.R., Ravell, C., Heumez, E.,669
Orford, S., Snape, J., Griffiths, S., Gaju, O., Foulkes, M.J., Le Gouis, J. 2011. Anthesis670
date mainly explained correlations between post-anthesis leaf senescence, grain yield,671
and grain protein concentration in a winter wheat population segregating for flowering672
time QTLs. J. Exp. Bot. 62, 3621-3636.673
Borrás, L, Slafer, G.A., Otegui, M.E., 2004. Seed dry weight response to source-sink674
manipulations in wheat, maize and soybean: A quantitative reappraisal. Field Crops675
Res. 86, 131–146.676
Borrell, A.K., Hammer, G.L., 2000. Nitrogen dynamics and the physiological basis of stay-677
green in sorghum. Crop Sci. 40, 1295-1307.678
Cabrera-Bosquet L., Sánchez C., Araus J.L. 2009a. Oxygen isotope enrichment (D18O)679
reflects yield potential and drought resistance in maize. Plant, Cell Environ. 32, 1487-680
1499.681
22
Cabrera-Bosquet L., Sánchez C, Araus, J.L.. 2009b. How yield relates to ash content, Δ13C682
and Δ18O in maize grown under different water regimes. Ann. Appl. Biol. 104, 1207-683
1216.684
Cabrera-Bosquet, L, Albrizio, R., Nogues, S., Araus, J.L.,  2011. Dual Δ13C/δ18O response to685
water and nitrogen availability and its relationship with yield in field-grown durum686
wheat. Plant, Cell Environ. 34, 418-433.687
Cernusak, L.A., Winter, K., Aranda, J., Turner, B.L., Marshall, J.D. 2007. Transpiration688
efficiency of a tropical pioneer tree (Ficus insipida) in relation to soil fertility. Journal689
of Experimental Botany 58, 3549-3566. Cernusak, L.A., Winter, K., Turner, B.L. 2009.690
Physiological and isotopic (δ13C and δ18O) responses of three tropical tree species to691
water and nutrient availability. Plant, Cell Environ 32, 1441-1445.Chaves, M.M.,692
Maroco, J.P., Pereira, J.S., 2003. Understanding plant responses to drought- from genes693
to the whole plant. Functional Plant Biol. 30, 239 -264.694
Christopher, J.T., Manschadi, A.M., Hammer, G.L., Borrell, A.K., 2009. Stay-green695
wheat for Australia’s changing dry environment. 11th International Wheat Genetics696
Symposium 2008 Proceedings - Volume 1, pp. 119-120.697
Christopher, JT, Manschadi, AM, Hammer, GL, Borell, AK. 2008. Developmental and698
physiological traits associated with high yield and stay green phenotype in wheat.699
Austral. J. Agric. Res. 59, 354-364.700
Campos, H., Cooper, M., Habben, J.E., Edmeades, G.O., Schussler, J.R.. 2004. Improving701
drought tolerance in maize: a view from industry. Field Crops Res. 90, 19-34.702
Condon, A.G., Richards, R.A., Rebetzke, G.J., Farquhar, G.D. 2002. Improving intrinsic703
water use efficiency and crop yield. Crop Sci. 42, 122-131.704
Condon, A.G., Richards, R.A., Rebetzke, G.J., Farquhar, G.D. 2004. Breeding for high water705
use efficiency. J. Exp. Bot. 55, 2447-2460.706
Department Environment, Food and Rural Affairs 2015. Defra Food and Farming Statistics,707
June Census 2014. See http://www.defra.gov.uk/statistics/foodfarm/708
Farquhar, G.D., O’Leary, M.H., Berry, J.A.,1982. On the relationship between carbon isotope709
discrimination and intercellular carbon dioxide concentration in leaves. Austral. J.710
Plant Physiol. 9, 539-552.711
Farquhar, G.D., Richards, R.A. 1984. Isotopic Composition of plant carbon correlates with712
water-use efficiency of wheat genotypes. Austral. J. Plant Physiol. 11, 539-552.713
23
Farquhar, G.D., Hubick, K.T., Condon, A.G., Richards, R.A., 1989. Carbon isotope714
fractionation and plant water use efficiency. In: Stable isotopes in Ecological Research,715
Vol 68, p 21-40.716
Farquhar, GD, Cernusak, LA, Barnes, B. 2007. Heavy water fractionation during717
transpiration. Plant Physiol. 143, 11-18.718
Ferrio, J.P., Mateo, M.A., Bort, J., Abdalla, O., Voltas, J., Araus, J.L. 2007. Relationships of719
grain δ13C and δ18O with wheat phenology and yield under water-limited conditions.720
Ann. Appl. Biol. 150, 207-215.721
Foulkes, M.J., Scott, R.K., Sylvester-Bradley, R. 2002. The ability of wheat cultivars to722
withstand drought in UK conditions: formation of grain yield. J. Agric. Sci. 138, 153-723
169.724
Foulkes, M.J., Sylvester-Bradley, R., Weightman, R., Snape, JW 2007. Identifying725
physiological traits associated with improved drought resistance in winter wheat. Field726
Crops Res. 103, 11-27.727
Fischer, R.A., Maurer, R. 1978. Drought resistance in spring wheat cultivars. I. Grain yield728
responses. Austral. J. Agric. Res. 29, 897-912.729
Fischer, R.A. 1985. Number of kernels in wheat crops and the influence of solar radiation and730
temperature. J. Agric. Sci. 105,447-465.731
Gorny, A.G., Garczynski, S. 2002. Genotypic and nutrition-dependent variation in water use732
efficiency and photosynthetic activity of leaves in winter wheat (Triticum aestivum L.)733
J. Appl. Genetics 43, 145-160.734
Helliker, B.R., Ehleringer, J.R. 2002a. Grass blades as tree rings: environmentally induced735
changes in the oxygen isotope ratio of cellulose along the length of grass blades. New736
Phytol. 155, 417-424.737
Helliker, B.R., Ehleringer, J.R. 2002b. Differential 18O enrichment of leaf cellulose in C3738
versus C4 grass. Functional Plant Biol. 29, 435-442.739
IPCC, 2014: Climate Change 2014: Synthesis Report. Contribution of Working Groups I, II740
and III to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate741
Change [Core Writing Team, R.K. Pachauri and L.A. Meyer (eds.)]. IPCC, Geneva,742
Switzerland, 151 pp.743
Innes, P., Hoogendoorn, J., Blackwell, R.D. 1985. Effects of differences in date of ear744
emergence and height on yield of winter wheat. J. Agric. Sci. 105, 543-549.745
24
Joshi, A.K., Kumari, M., Singh, V.P., Reddy, C.M., Kumar, S., Rane, J., Chand, R.,746
2007. Stay green trait: variation, inheritance and its association with spot blotch747
resistance in spring wheat (Triticum aestivum L.). Euphytica 153, 59-71.748
Gaju, O., Allard, A., Martre, P., Snape, J.W., Heumez, E., Le Gouis, J., Moreau, D., Bogard,749
M., Griffiths, S., Orford, S., Hubbart, S., Foulkes, M.J. 2011. Identification of traits to750
improve the nitrogen-use efficiency of wheat genotypes. Field Crops Res. 123, 139-751
152.752
Rebetske, G.J., Condon, A.G., Richards, R.A., Farquhar, G.D. 2002. Selection for reduced753
carbon isotope discrimination increases aerial biomass and grain yield of rainfed bread754
wheat. Crop Sci. 42, 739-745.755
Richards, R.A. 2006. Physiological traits used in the breeding of new cultivars for water-756
scarce environments. Agric. Water Manage. 80, 197-211.757
Saurer, M., Allen, K., Siegwolf, R., 1997. Correlating δ13C and δ18O in cellulose of trees.758
Plant, Cell Environ. 20, 1543-1550.759
Sheshshayee, M.S., Bindhumadhava, H., Ramesh, R., Prasad, T.G., Lakshminarayana, M.R.,760
Udhayakumar, M. 2005. Oxygen isotope enrichment (Δ18O) as a measure of time-761
averaged transpiration rate. J. Exp. Bot. 53, 3033-3039.762
Slafer, G.A., Araus, J.L. 2007. In: Spiertz, J.H., Struik, P.C., van Laar, H.H.. eds. Scale and763
complexity in plant systems research: gene–plant–crop relations. Dordrecht: Springer,764
pp. 145–154.765
Verma,V., Foulkes, M.J., Worland, A.J., Sylvester-Bradley, R., Caligari, P.D.S., Snape,766
J.W. 2004. Mapping quantitative trait loci for flag leaf senescence as a yield767
determinant in winter wheat under optimal and drought-stressed environments.768
Euphytica, 135, 255-263.769
Williams, C.A., Albertson, J.D. 2005. Contrasting short and long time-scale effects of770
vegetation dynamics on water and carbon fluxes in water- limited conditions. Water771
Resources Res., 41, W06005.772
Zhou, B, Elazab A, Bort, J., Sanz-Saez, A. Nieto-Taladriz, MT, , M. D. Serret, MD, Araus,773
JL 2015. Agronomic and physiological responses of Chinese facultative wheat774
genotypes to high-yielding Mediterranean conditions. J. Agic., Sci, Camb. DOI:775
10.1017/S0021859615000817776
Figure legends777
778
25
Figure 1. a) Daily rainfall (closed squares) and soil moisture deficit to 1.2 m soil depth779
estimated from capacitance probe (closed diamonds) and gravimetric analysis of soil cores780
(open circles) in 2010 and b) daily rainfall (closed squares) and soil moisture deficit to 1.2 m781
soil depth estimated from gravimetric analysis of soil cores (open circles) in 2011 under rain-782
fed conditions.783
784
Figure 2. Linear regression of grain yield (100% DM) on grain δ13C composition amongst 17785
wheat cultivars under irrigated (black circles) and rain-fed conditions (open circles) at Sutton786
Bonington in a) 2010, b) 2011 and c) mean 2010-2011.787
788
Figure 3. Grain yield versus flag leaf δ18O composition for 17 wheat cultivars under irrigated789
and rain-fed conditions at Sutton Bonington in a) 2010, b) 2011 and c) mean 2010 and 2011.790
791
Figure 4. Linear regression of flag-leaf δ18O composition on grain δ13C amongst 7 wheat792
cultivars under irrigated and rain-fed conditions at Sutton Bonington in a) 2010, b) 2011 and793
c) mean 2010 and 2011.794
795
Figure 5. a) Linear regression of flag-leaf specific weight at anthesis (GS61) versus residual796
of linear regression of grain δ13C on flag leaf δ18O under irrigated conditions for 16 cultivars,797
and b) grain yield versus onset of rapid phase of flag-leaf post-anthesis (GS61) senescence798
for 17 cultivars under irrigated and rain-fed conditions. Values represent means of 2010 and799
2011.800
801
Figure 6. Biplot a) irrigated and b) rain-fed conditions. Grain yield (GYD), above ground802
biomass (ADM), harvest index (HIN), grains m-2 (GM2), thousand ground weight (TGW),803
flag leaf δ13C (FL_C), grain δ13C (GN_C), flag leaf δ18O (FL_O), onset rapid phase of post-804
anthesis flag-leaf senescence (OSEN), plant height (PHT), anthesis date (ATD). Values805
represent means of 2010 and 2011.806
807
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Table 1. Reduced height Rht-B1a/Rht-B1b and Rht-D1a/Rht-D1b, photoperiod
insensitivity Ppd-D1a/Ppd-D1b and spring/winter classes and year of release
(YoR) for 17 wheat cultivars grown in experiments in 2009-10 and 2010-11.
The Rht-B1b and Rht-D1b alleles confer semi-dwarf stature and the Ppd-D1a
allele confers photoperiod insensitivity.
Cultivar Rht-D1/Rht-B1 Spring/winter YoR Ppd-D1
Maris Widgeon Rht-B1a/Rht-D1a Winter 1964 Ppd-D1b
Hobbit Rht-B1a/Rht-D1b Winter 1977 Ppd-D1b
Avalon Rht-B1a/Rht-D1b Winter 1980 Ppd-D1b
Beaver Rht-B1a/Rht-D1b Winter 1990 Ppd-D1b
Hereward Rht-B1a/Rht-D1b Winter 1991 Ppd-D1b
Cadenza Rht-B1a/Rht-D1a Spring 1994 Ppd-D1b
Rialto Rht-B1a/Rht-D1b Winter 1995 Ppd-D1b
Soissons Rht-B1a/Rht-D1b Winter 1995 Ppd-D1a
Savannah Rht-B1a/Rht-D1b Winter 1998 Ppd-D1b
Paragon Rht-B1a/Rht-D1a Spring 1999 Ppd-D1b
Xi19 Rht-B1a/Rht-D1b Winter 2002 Ppd-D1b
Cordiale Rht-B1a/Rht-D1b Winter 2004 Ppd-D1b
Istabraq Rht-B1a/Rht-D1b Winter 2004 Ppd-D1b
Glasgow Rht-B1a/Rht-D1b Winter 2005 Ppd-D1b
Zebedee Rht-B1a/Rht-D1b Winter 2007 Ppd-D1b
Oakley Rht-B1b/Rht-D1a Winter 2007 Ppd-D1b
Panorama Rht-B1a/Rht-D1b Winter 2009 Ppd-D1b
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Table 2. Monthly means for daily mean temperature, solar radiation and rainfall in 2010
and 2011 at Sutton Bonington, UK and percentage of LTM (1989-2009) in parenthesis.
Month Rainfall (mm) Temperature (oC) Radiation (MJ m-2)
2010 2011 2010 2011 2010 2011
March 36.0 (67) 1.2 (2) 6.23 (97.4) 6.76 (106) 8.94 (123) 9.26 (128)
April 24.0 (55) 23.0 (53) 9.19 (113) 11.54 (142) 14.8 (133) 15.57 (139)
May 16.2 (35) 27.8 (61) 11.2 (99) 12.3 (110) 17.88 (118) 17.90 (118)
June 69.2 (152) 45.4 (100) 15.5 (109) 14.43 (102) 20.8 (126) 19.12 (116)
July 42.6 (86) 17.8 (36) 17.3 (105) 15.75 (95) 16.01 (102) 17.09 (109)
28
Table 3. Grain yield, harvest above-ground DM and year of release (YoR) for 17 cultivars in unirrigated and rain-
fed conditions in 2009-10 and 2010-11.
Combine grain yield t ha-1 100% DM Above ground DM t ha-1
Cultivar YoR 2010 2011 2010-11 2010 2011 201-11
Irr Unirr Irr Unirr Irr Unirr Irr Unirr Irr Unirr Irr Unirr
M. Widgeon ‘64 8.37 6.82 8.42 7.64 8.40 7.23 18.82 15.4 20.29 19.8 19.56 17.6
Hobbit ‘77 9.40 8.16 10.75 9.80 10.08 8.98 18.03 14.8 20.81 17.9 19.42 16.4
Avalon ‘80 10.00 7.90 10.75 9.38 10.37 8.64 18.86 16.0 21.34 18.2 20.10 17.1
Beaver ‘90 10.62 9.11 11.95 10.65 11.29 9.88 19.57 16.8 22.77 18.7 21.17 17.8
Hereward ‘91 9.53 7.74 10.46 9.01 9.99 8.38 18.23 15.4 22.08 18.0 20.15 16.7
Cadenza ‘94 10.92 8.72 12.22 9.76 11.57 9.24 20.78 17.5 22.88 18.9 21.83 18.2
Rialto ‘95 10.02 8.04 11.18 9.51 10.60 8.78 19.22 15.3 22.91 18.8 21.07 17.0
Soissons ‘95 9.92 8.82 10.84 9.53 10.38 9.17 18.75 16.6 19.96 18.2 19.35 17.4
Savannah ‘98 11.21 9.01 12.08 10.70 11.64 9.85 21.68 16.5 22.29 19.3 21.98 17.9
Paragon ‘99 9.73 7.96 10.40 9.59 10.07 8.77 19.65 17.3 23.38 21.2 21.51 19.3
Xi19 ‘02 10.72 8.37 12.22 9.87 11.47 9.12 19.70 16.9 23.62 19.5 21.66 18.2
Cordiale ‘04 10.53 8.48 11.40 9.61 10.97 9.04 18.43 15.7 20.57 17.2 19.50 16.5
Istabraq ‘04 11.35 9.61 12.17 10.49 11.76 10.0 21.54 17.8 24.58 19.7 23.06 18.8
Glasgow ‘05 11.26 9.21 12.18 10.70 11.72 9.95 19.80 16.4 22.17 19.3 20.99 17.9
Zebedee ‘07 10.65 9.09 12.21 10.74 11.43 9.92 20.38 16.6 22.06 19.3 21.22 18.0
Oakley ‘07 11.17 9.03 12.01 10.60 11.59 9.81 19.86 17.0 21.41 19.0 20.64 18.0
Panorama ‘09 11.47 9.18 12.68 10.66 12.07 9.92 21.53 17.8 24.46 20.1 22.99 19.0
Mean 10.40 8.54 11.41 9.90 10.91 9.22 19.70 16.5 22.21 19.0 20.95 17.7
SED (df)
Irr (2†, 4‡) 0.279* 0.209* 0.174*** 0.42* 0.39* 0.288***
Gen (63,126) 0.338*** 0.209*** 0.199*** 0.75*** 0.52*** 0.457***
Irr*Gen (63,126) 0.47 ns 0.296** 0.324* 1.07 ns 0.73** 0.690 ns
Yr*Irr*Gen (126) 0.519 ns 1.129 ns
* Significance at the 5% (P = 0.05) level; ** Significance at the 1% (P = 0.01) level; *** Significance at the 0.1%
(P = 0.001) level.
† SED for individual year.
‡SED for cross-year mean.
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Table 4. Plant height, anthesis date (GS61, AD), green area index (GAI), above-ground dry matter (AGDM), flag-
leaf specific dry weight (FLSW) at GS61, and onset of rapid phase of post-anthesis (GS61) flag-leaf senescence
(ONSEN) and year of release (YoR) for 17 wheat cultivars in irrigated and rani-fed conditions . Values represent
means of 2010 and 2011.
Cultivar YoR Plant height
(cm)
AD (days
after 31 May)
GAI AGDM
(t ha-1)
ONSEN
(oCd)
FLSW
(g m-2)
Irr Unirr Irr Unirr Irr Unirr Irr Unirr Irr Unirr Irr Unirr
M. Widgeon ‘64 110.7 108.3 11.5 10.0 6.30 5.28 14.2 13.1 669.5 436.7 58.0 53.6
Hobbit ‘77 78.3 73.9 12.0 10.0 5.48 4.78 12.2 12.1 684.2 520.5 60.9 60.8
Avalon ‘80 89.2 89.1 11.0 9.5 5.19 4.50 11.8 11.9 586.5 378.7 58.4 62.6
Beaver ‘90 79.1 79.3 11.5 10.0 5.58 4.18 11.8 11.2 741.5 564 63.8 68.9
Hereward ‘91 80.8 77.1 13.5 11.5 5.68 4.20 13.5 13.6 697.5 437.0 59.4 61.7
Cadenza ‘94 81.9 82.0 11.5 10.5 4.66 3.10 12.6 11.8 683.5 409 59.9 58.6
Rialto ‘95 81.2 73.3 13.0 11.5 4.23 3.08 16.3 13.3 595.5 411.7 70.6 80.8
Soissons ‘95 77.4 76.2 3.0 2.0 4.52 4.15 12.1 12.3 618.5 434.2 64.2 56.3
Savannah ‘98 80.2 77.0 14.0 12.0 5.21 2.99 15.0 12.9 711.5 503.8 66.3 74.6
Paragon ‘99 96.6 91.4 11.5 10.0 6.46 5.02 13.8 12.8 684.8 400.3 56.6 54.7
Xi19 ‘02 84.3 80.3 16.0 13.5 4.50 3.49 14.9 14.6 669.5 424.7 70.9 81.9
Cordiale ‘04 71.3 67.7 7.5 7.0 5.37 3.96 12.5 11.6 623.5 447.3 59.7 67.1
Istabraq ‘04 86.8 82.0 12.0 11.0 4.62 3.24 15.6 13.8 727.5 496.3 69.3 87.2
Glasgow ‘05 72.4 72.6 9.0 8.0 4.88 4.33 12.5 12.1 669.5 459.8 61.6 65.2
Zebedee ‘07 77.7 74.6 12.5 11.5 5.42 3.74 13.0 12.9 618.5 511.8 59.5 70.4
Oakley ‘07 74.9 76.3 12.5 11.5 4.72 4.61 13.3 13.1 711.5 476.5 64.1 59.6
Panorama ‘09 83.7 77.2 12.0 9.6 - - - - 684.2 505.5 - -
Mean 82.7 79.9 11.41 9.95 5.18 4.04 13.4 12.8 669.2 459.9 62.7 66.5
SED (df)
Irr (4) 1.45* 0.107*** 0.14** 15.94 *** 1.62 0.07
Gen (128) 1.19*** 0.264*** 0.50*** 18.28 *** 3.61 ***
Irr*Gen
(128)
2.26 0.07 0.377* 0.70*** 29.72*** 5.20*
* Significance at the 5% (P = 0.05) level.
** Significance at the 1% (P = 0.01) level.
*** Significance at the 0.1% (P = 0.001) level.
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Table 5. Carbon isotope composition (δ13C) in flag-leaf at GS61 and grain at harvest, oxygen
isotope composition (δ18O) in the flag leaf at GS61 and year of release (YoR) for 17 cultivars.
Values represent means in 2009-10 and 2010-11.
Cultivar
YoR Flag leaf (δ13C) Grain (δ13C) Flag leaf (δ18O)
Irrigated Unirrigated Irrigated Unirrigated Irrigated Unirrigated
M. Widgeon ‘64 -29.2 -28.6 -27.1 -25.3 24.4 24.2
Hobbit ‘77 -29.3 -28.7 -27.7 -26.6 23.9 24.3
Avalon ‘80 -29.1 -28.7 -27.2 -25.7 24.3 24.7
Beaver ‘90 -29.8 -29.1 -28.3 -27.0 23.8 24.3
Hereward ‘91 -29.3 -28.5 -27.9 -26.3 24.3 24.2
Cadenza ‘94 -29.7 -29.1 -28.4 -27.0 23.7 24.4
Rialto ‘95 -29.7 -29.0 -28.4 -26.7 24.3 24.5
Soissons ‘95 -30.1 -29.7 -28.1 -26.7 23.4 23.6
Savannah ‘98 -29.9 -29.1 -28.9 -27.3 23.6 24.6
Paragon ‘99 -29.7 -29.1 -28.2 -26.7 23.6 24.1
Xi19 ‘02 -29.5 -29.1 -28.5 -26.8 23.6 23.6
Cordiale ‘04 -29.4 -28.8 -28.0 -26.7 24.2 24.6
Istabraq ‘04 -29.2 -28.6 -28.1 -26.8 24.2 24.6
Glasgow ‘05 -29.4 -29.0 -28.2 -26.8 24.1 24.2
Zebedee ‘07 -29.1 -28.6 -27.9 -27.0 23.9 24.8
Oakley ‘07 -29.7 -29.2 -28.6 -26.9 23.6 24.2
Panorama ‘09 -29.3 -29.1 -28.1 -26.8 24.2 23.4
Mean -29.5 -28.9 -28.1 -26.6 23.9 24.3
SED (df)
Irr (4) 0.068*** 0.143*** 0.095*
Gen (126) 0.101*** 0.155*** 0.218***
Irr*Gen (126) 0.187 0.259 0.313*
* Significance at the 5% (P = 0.05) level.
** Significance at the 1% (P = 0.01) level.
*** Significance at the 0.1% (P = 0.001) level.
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Table 6. Flag-leaf stomatal conductance and light-saturated photosynthetic rate (Amax) for six wheat
cultivars and phenotypic correlations with grain yield and grain δ13C in the unirrigated treatment.
Stomatal conductance (mmol m-2 s-1) Amax (µmol m-2 s-1)
Cultivar
2010 2011 Mean 2010 2011 Mean
YoR 2 Jun 24 Jun 31 May 7 Jun 2 Jun 24 Jun 31 May 7Jun
Maris Widgeon ‘64 282 315 189 166 243 28.3 26.7 20.6 19.2 24.2
Hobbit ‘77 303 470 261 147 296 26.4 32.2 24.5 20.9 26.1
Avalon ‘80 369 343 199 167 281 34.1 28.4 20.8 18.2 26.4
Paragon ‘99 412 454 257 162 332 35.3 28.0 24.5 18.8 27.6
Cordiale ‘04 306 405 267 210 298 30.9 26.3 25.2 21.7 26.6
Glasgow ‘05 403 426 215 176 316 33.8 27.1 22.1 18.9 26.4
Mean 346 402 231 171 294 31.5 28.1 23.0 19.6 26.2
SED 36.1* 33.5* 39.0 18.6 17.5* 2.22* 3.52 1.73 1.79 1.22
Df 5 5 5 5 25 5 5 5 5 25
Corr. (r) vs GY 0.52 0.61 0.45 0.11 0.790.06 0.36 0.02 0.44 0.09 0.67
Corr. (r) vs δ13C -0.54 -0.90* -0.84* -0.36 -0.94** -0.26 -0.32 -0.86* -0.52 -0.83*
* Significance at the 5% (P = 0.05) level.
** Significance at the 1% (P = 0.01) level.
*** Significance at the 0.1% (P = 0.001) level.
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Table 7. Fitted parameter estimates for linear changes in crop traits with year of release in irrigated and
unirrigated conditions for 17 UK wheat cultivars released from 1964 and 2009. Linear function (y = a + bx) was
fitted to 2-yr cultivar means (2010 and 2011).
Irrigated Unirrigated
y (as in 1964) b ± SE y (as in 1964) b ± SE
Grain yield, t ha-1 8.90 0.0604± 0.011 *** 7.73 0.0475± 0.0099 ***
AGDM, t ha-1 19.24 0.0546± 0.0201 * 16.08 0.0308±0.0156 P = 0.07
Harvest index % 46.7 0.1798± 0.0538 ** 46.3 0.1780± 0.0683 **
Plant height, cm 97.3 -0.468± 0.160 * 95.2 -0.492± 0.151 **
Grain δ13C, ‰ -27.31 -0.0255± 0.00712** -25.68 -0.0304± 0.0067 *** 
Flag leaf δ13C, ‰ - -0.00431± 0.00617 ns - -0.00804± 0.00607 ns
Flag leaf δ18O, ‰ - -0.00797± 0.00650 ns - -0.00444± 0.00835 ns
ONSEN, oCd - 0.375± 0.959 ns - 0.755± 0.105 ns
Anthesis (GS61) days - 0.0019 ± 0.053 ns - 0.0010 ± 0.060 ns
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Figure 1. a) Daily rainfall (closed squares) and soil moisture deficit to 1.2 m
soil depth estimated from capacitance probe (closed diamonds) and
gravimetric analysis of soil cores (open circles) in 2010 and b) daily rainfall
(closed squares) and soil moisture deficit to 1.2 m soil depth estimated from
gravimetric analysis of soil cores (open circles) in 2011 in rain-fed
conditions.
a) 2010
b) 2011
0
2
4
6
8
10
12
14
16
18
20
0
20
40
60
80
100
120
140
160
Ra
in
fa
llm
m
So
il
M
oi
is
tu
re
De
fic
it
m
m
0
2
4
6
8
10
12
14
16
18
20
0
20
40
60
80
100
120
140
160
Ra
in
fa
llm
m
So
il
M
oi
is
tu
re
De
fic
it
(m
m
)
34
Figure 2. Linear regression of grain yield (100% DM) on grain δ13C composition amongst 17 wheat cultivars
under irrigated (black circles) and rain-fed conditions (open circles) at Sutton Bonington in a) 2010, b) 2011 and
c) mean 2010-2011.
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Figure 3. Grain yield versus flag leaf δ18O composition for 17 wheat cultivars under irrigated and rain-fed
conditions at Sutton Bonington in a) 2010, b) 2011 and c) mean 2010 and 2011.
a) 2010 c) 2011
c) 2010-11
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Figure 4. Linear regression of grain δ13C composition on flag leaf δ18O composition amongst 17 wheat cultivars
under irrigated and rain-fed conditions at Sutton Bonington in a) 2010, b) 2011 and c) mean 2010 and 2011.
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Figure 5. a) Linear regression of flag-leaf specific weight at anthesis (GS61) versus residual of linear
regression of grain δ13C on flag leaf δ18O under irrigated conditions for 16 cultivars, and b) grain yield
versus onset of rapid phase of flag-leaf post-anthesis (GS61) senescence for 17 cultivars under irrigated
and unirrigated conditions. Values represent means of 2010 and 2011.
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Figure 6a) Irrigated conditions
Figure 6b) Rain-fed conditions
Figure 6. Biplot a) irrigated and b) rain-fed. Grain yield (GYD), above ground dry matter (ADM), harvest index
(HIN), grains m-2 (GM2), thousand ground weight (TGW), flag leaf δ13C (FL_C), grain δ13C (GN_C), flag leaf
δ18O (FL_O), onset of senescence (OSEN), plant height (PHT), anthesis date (ATD). Values represent means of
2010 and 2011.
